Qsia Shea*BirsfC-.oy 


Beaprtaent of Justice 
fasMngton, B.C* 20550 

Bear <*uia» 

Bader date of June 8 Allen 
Z m appealing denials. 


As- soon as .1 saw What had 
work aside because these quest! 
Civil’s consultant in the cans 
confirmed this 'belief. 


6/1 2/18 


seat me ewe records identified as Attachments 


been sent me I had questions. 1 therefore laid other 
Lons appeared to be relevant to my responsibilities as 
to which the records relate, ‘'hat checking I could do 


Because Civil has asked that its consul taut not cacmiunicate directly with it I have 
sent what I would have sent it to Jim, asking that he send it to f hsiu 

Although 1 m mt your osnsultaat 1 am not restricting myself to a formal appeal. 

I enclose everything I have sent Jim and MeCneight, inciting m letter to Jim, which 
bolds some explanations. I do this in the belief that it can be useful to the Bepartaent 
in the area of your function iuxfi because I believe there is a reflection of intent not 
m comply with the Act with resultant considerable cost and waste. 


It is obvious that without toy knowledge sad the copies 1 h& 


put m paper would not be 

fwo months ago, after <$ 
on the field, offices case. I 
about a month I Mould have a 


•tele for others, including your staff. 


of what I have 


% met with you and %ni&, we met with Dan ^etcalfe 

A lhat siting with the Usenet impression that in 
of the Dallas inveacfixy and that shortly thereafter 
sing of those recess. I know Z urged against what 
problems it mad© and the cost that it may yet cattail 
in of th© number of pages 1 recommend be processed., 
ere would be -any other processing# {this could have 
a the overall ease, ) 1 know I also said I would not 
“ vw ' ? r»' **** umBinug ease rf records that had been accumulated to flood Ee 

and that if this did happen id. and of itself it could be costly if not also hurtful 
to the Jteparteent.1 am certain I explained my reasons as I believe I did fo you and 
Ms Wore Jim and I left your office. 


Ga Friday Jim told. me tha 
been processed. 1 have not re 

Regardless of whether or 
©tending as I indicate above. 


t Metcalfe had told him that more than 100 Sections have 
iceived any of them or the inventory. 


sot there was, as I believe there was, a general under- 
.. . , „ - -■ P ® Mlkt problems are mt to have been created once again ' 

there will have had to have been m erferaoniinary change is the FBI’s pcfocessdn* of 

such records. These problems will be for all interests. They will include your office. 

I that the esrliesf your office is in^lvsd in this matter the tetter ths Pos- 

sibility ^ of reducing pi’oblans and costs for all. I therefore ask that if you are s®t 
alrea dy involved in this yssat teat you now do get UMiHi And of ail the questions your 
stafi' may want to ask the FBI I strongly suggest one of the first be "How do you know 
that whet you are withholding is not already within tee public SssmbO* k$ a specie! eon* 
sxdera-te.cn - recomead that your staff read J« Sdgar doctor’s tes timony to the Warreii 
^CEisnssicn, that th© FU had no law irnwlmmt in the JW investigatioa. 


Ttere is no point in ay 
help and they do want to with 
offers©) all rejected. I have 
©ad. Combined with my 
and appeal. AM if m 



offering to be of help to the FBI. They don’t want 
it what they should not withhold. I have made many such 
sted many hours writing specifics of non-compliance, to m 
ter experiences 1 will have m choice but to appeal and 
ssary litigate. At some point there may yet be an account- 


Of wasted Mm© and money. I am trying to caution 



